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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Cotrission
443 121h Street, N'W

Washingfon, D.C. 20534

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to velce my opposition to any FCC-tnandated adeption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be tooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featires of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
oreate. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior fanctionality.

If'the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. [ will tiot pay more for devices that fimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thenk you for your time.

Sincerely.

Eric Lawrence

206 Ben Howell Dr
Augtin, TX 78704
UsSa
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Cctaober 18, 2003

Commlssloner Mlehael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington D.C 20554

Dear Michael Cepps,

i am wrlting to volee my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital telavision As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such a pollcy weuld be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innavate tor thelr
custemers. Allowlng movie stuglos to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlats
what new products they can create. This will resuit In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlar functionality.

't the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please da not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sineerely,

Deougias Welmer

15812 Dundalk Ln.
Huntington Beach, CA 92847
USsA
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TDztober 19 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HUW

Washington, D C. 20554

Deasr Michael Copps,

1 =m writing to volce ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of '"broadcast
flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatlion, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust. competitiwve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for thelr customers. Allaowing novie studios to
veto features of DTVY-reception equipment will enable the studios to teall
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumners like ne actually want, and it could
result in ne being charged more monev for inferior {unctionality.

If the FCC issues a broadecast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to
make an ilnvestment i1in DTY-—capable receivers and other equipment . I will not pav
mors for devices that limit my rights at the beshest of Hollywood FPlease do not
nandate broadocast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time

Sincerely,

Fobert Sheets

1594 E Voodrutf Ave Apt Q
Columbus, OH 43201

ISA



Page 1 of 1 5:10.20 AM, 10/22/05 54135023099

October 19, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wrlting to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adapticn of "broadcast flag” teehnolegy for digltal televisian. As a

consumer and citlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad fer inncvatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for eonsumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studlos to vets features of DTV-receptlon equipment wili enable the studlos t tell technologlsts
what new products they ¢an create. This wlll result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lasues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvars
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that {imit my rights at the behest of Hellywood, Piease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Justih Graham

1888 € 1000 Road
Lawrance. XS 68049
USA
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Qctober 19, 2003

Commlgsloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlission
445 12th Strest, NW

ywaghingtan, D.C. 20554

Dear Michas! Copps,

| am writing to volee my cpposlition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag' technelogy for digltal televislon. As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A rabust, competltive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelr
custamers. Allewing movie studlos 1o veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos td tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflact what consurhers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTVecapable recelvers
and other equipmeant. | will not pay mere for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
breadcast Mag technology tor digltal televislon. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Brian West

714 E Osage Ave
McAlester QK 74501
USA
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October 19, 2003

Commlissiener Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Cominisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposltion te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technolegy for digltal television. As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, campetitive market far consumer electranies must be roated In manutacturers' abillty to innovate for thelr
aUstomers. Allowlng movie studies to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studlos ta tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will resUit Ih products that den't necessatily reflect what consurners tke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkety to make an Invastment In DT\-capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Pleake do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digltal televislon. Thank yau for your time

Sihcerely,

John Calderwood |l
351 Qrris Rd
Leavittsburg, OH 44430
UsA
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Octeber 18, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

| 2m writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technalogy for dightal television. As a

econsumer and citlzen, | fael strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innevatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrenics must be rooted In manufacturers' zbillty to Innovate for thelr
custemers. Allowing movle studlos to vete features of DTV-receptlon equipment wiil enable the studlos ta tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result Ih me belng charged meore money fer Inferlor functionallty,

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually ke less (lkely to make an Investment In DTVecapable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay more far devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
broadcast flag technoiogy tor digltal televiglon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Smith

1405 East Julle Drive
Termpe, AZ 85283
USA
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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Srreet, NW

Washington, ID.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television, As a contsumer and aitizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocoted in manufacturers’ ability to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studics to veta features of DTV-teception equipment will enable the studios 1o
tell rechnologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that doa't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me beng charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investment in DTV -capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lumit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telawnsion. Thank you for your time.

Sicerely,

Ralph Menapace
58 Pincknev St
Boston, MA 02114
USA
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Cetober 18, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communieations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

Fam writing to velce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dighal television As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such a polley would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customera. Allowlng movle studles to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell techhologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could rasult In me being charged more money for inferlor functionaiity.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment \n DTVecapabtle recelvers
and ather equipment. | will not pay maore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sineerely,

Mark Stltlwel!

3570 Moody Ave
Orange Park, FL 32085
Usa
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Oetober 18, 2003

Commnissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Washingteon, D.C. 20554

Dear Michasl Copps.

I am writing ta wolce my opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of "broadecast
tlag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel

zstrongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. comsumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust, competitive market for consumner electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. 4lloving novie studios to
veton features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to t=ll
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

Tf the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate. [ would actually be less likely to
malke an investment n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for deviees that limit my rights at the behest of Hollvwood. Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your tine

—

Cincerely,

Dawid Fagerland
2215 14th St So
Moorhead, MH 56560

TS
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Oetober 18, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon
445 12th Streat, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michzael Copps,

f am writing to volee my appasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital television. As a

consumer and cltlzen 1 feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the Ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturars' abllity to innovate for thelr
clstomers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos ta tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consurners ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more mohey for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC lasues g broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment in DTV-capabie recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slhheerely,

Gustavo Fernandez
G186 Rosette Terrace
Sunnyvaie, CA 94088
Usa
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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commutieations Comtnission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20354

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeest flag" technelogy for digital television. As a consumer
and cifizen, I feel strongly that such & policy would be bad for innovatiot:, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could ragult in nie being
charged more money for inferior fanctionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for deviees that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not mandate brbadceast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sineerely,

Thomas Leahey
1630 8 Logan 8t
Denver, CO 80210
18A
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Qetober 18, 2003

Commiissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Cominission
443 12th Street, NW

Washingtor, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I fzel strongly that such a policy would be bed for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their qustomers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equiptment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me sctually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionslity

If the FCC isslles a broadeast tlag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to muoke an invegtment in DTV-capable regeivers and other
squipment T will not pay more for devices that limit my tights at the behest of Hollywoad. Please do not mandate breadcast flag
technotopy for digital televigion. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Andy King

1313 Avenida de Aprisa
Camarillo, CA 93010
1'sa
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Ortober 18, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlications Comm!sslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michag| Copps,

I 'am writing to valee my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "breadeast flag” technelogy for dighal televislon. As a

consumer and cltizern, | feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitlve market for congumer electronles must he rooted in manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be leas likely to make an Investment In DTVicapable recelvers
and other equipment. | will net pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Aaron Kurtz

23565 |Lelth Road
Glendale, CA §1208
UsA
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October 19, 2003

Commussioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to woice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag" technolegy for digtal
relevision. As a consumer and aitizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abihity to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to
tell technologizts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actuelly want, and 1t could result m me being charged mote money for infenocr
functonality,

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m1 DT V-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay mere for devices that dmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Suncerely,

Celeste Caraway

1071 Avenue I

Redondo Beach, CA 90277
(IR
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October 18, 2003

Cormmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washingten, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wiiting to volce my oppositien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technolagy for digital
television. As 3 consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competiive market for consumer electronics must be rooted wn manufacturers’ ability @ mnowate for
their custormers. Allowing movie stuchos to veto features of DTV reception equipment wilt enable the ctudios to
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
funcuonality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investrment in DTV capable
receivers and other equipment. I wnll not pay more for devices that it my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Pleaze do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Paul Mueller

3956 E Flower St
Tucson, AZ 85712
USA
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Qctober 19, 2003

Comrmissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Comimlgsion
445 42th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppoesltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag” technology for digltal television. As a
consurmer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for cohsumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Inrovate for their
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't hecessarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could tesult in me being charged more meney for inferlor functionallty

if the FCC Igsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Ihvestmeant In DTVscapable racelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease de not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Joshua Blanchard
16254 Bridle Ln
Springdale, AR 72762
LISA
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October 18, 2003

Commisgsioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commundeations Commigsion
4435 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20334

Dear Michael Copps,

{ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their qustomers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featiures of DTV-recaption equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create, This will result in prodnets that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could rasult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

I the FCC isgues a broadeast flag mandate, I wonld actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable regeivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my riphts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Thomas Vincent
1380 W HWY 894
w6

Sadona, AZ 86336
LiSA
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Getober 18, 2003

Comrmissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20534

Dear Michael Copps,

T am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. A% a consumer
und citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their ustomera. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create, This will result in produets that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
churged more money for inferior fanctionality.

If the FCC issuer a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to meke an investment in DTV-capable reeeivers and other
equipment. I will not pay mote for devices that limit my rights et the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandata broadcast flag
technoelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Karl Scule

10236 Octavia Way

Rancho Cordova, CA 93670
Lisa
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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Faderal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writlng to volce my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technelogy for dighal television As a

consumer and cltlzen, | teel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market fer consumer electronles must be rooted In manufaciurers' ability to innavate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studlos tortell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In preducts that don't necessarily reflect what consumers tike me
actually want, and It could rasult in me belng charged more money for Infarlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be tess llkely to make an Investment In DTVicapable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay moere for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Anthony Pollte
1746 Ouford #5
Berkeley, CA 94709
UsA
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October 18, 2003

Comnissioner Hichaesl J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street | HU

Washington, D C . 20554

Dezar Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce Wy opposition to any FCC-mandated adopticn of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital telewvision. 4s a consuner and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for inncovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

& robust . conpetitive market for consumner electronlics nust be rooted in
manutacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
weto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable the studios to te=ll
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more monevy for inferior functionality.

It the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
walke an investment in DTYV—capable receivers and other egquipment. I will not paw
nore for dewvices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for yvour time

Sincerely.,

Brian Schettler
4927 SE Churchill Way
Lawton, OK 73501

54
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commun:ications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposttion to any FCCumandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technoldgy for dipytal
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovatien, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to mnnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologysts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
tunctionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag inandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest ¢f Hollywood.
Please do net mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time,

Suncerely,

Timothy McNEely
18944 Brasilia
Northndge, CA 91326
78
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commissioner Michael ], Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissianer Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag,” I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
cansumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living raom. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV
devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcdst flag. With
today's technology, 1T can be more than a passive recipient of content —- I can mmodify, create,
and participate. T can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience;more
anjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer elactronics and camputer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, T urge you to promaote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
William T, Landman

1314 Scouth 32nd St.
South Bend, IN 46615
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Tuesday. October 21 2002

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Slreel, NW
Washington. DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As o consuner of broadcast television, electronics, and comyputer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Cominission to vote against the adoptlion of a "broadeast flag.” T am gravely concerned that
# broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digilal television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benelits of swiiching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding rocom
for vet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies Lo hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices thal are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicalions of the broadeasl flag. With today's
technology, 1 can be more Lhan a passive recipient of content -~ T can modily, ereale, and participate. Tean
record TV to watch later; elip a small piece of TV and splice il into a home movie; send an émail elip of my
child’s foclball game to a dislanl relalive; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartinent. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove this contrel and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciling, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
piclure is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my eurrent consumer electronies and computer

equipmenl. As a cilizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
cpposing the broadeast flag.

Sincerely,
David Allen

305448 Polo Club Dr. #2006
Farmington, M1 48335
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Ootober 11, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comunission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, B.C. 20354

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of *broadeast flag” technology for digital televislon. As a consumer
and citizen, T feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoptiod of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their pustomers. Allowing
maovie studios to veto featires of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new pradnots they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could réeult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If'the FCC isgues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capeble regeivers and other

equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my sights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brpadcast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Jack Herston

709 N Azalea Blvd
Barberton, OH 44203
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